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individual	 rights.2	 French	 scientistsʼ	 neo-Lamarckism	made	 them	 unreceptive	 to	
Galton’s	eugenics	across	 the	Channel.3	Another	factor,	as	 in	all	 the	«Latin»	coun-
tries,	was	the	opposition	of	the	Catholic	Church,	made	official	in	the	papal	encyclical	
Casti Connubii	of	31	December	1930.	A	final	reason	given	for	France’s	opposition	to	
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unconnected	with	 the	 former,	 concerned	 the	 ideology	 and	 legacy	 of	 the	 surgeon	
Alexis	Carrel	(1873–1944).	After	a	brilliant	career	in	the	United	States,	Carrel,	who	
won	a	Nobel	Prize	in	1912,	returned	to	France	under	the	Occupation	and	was	made	
regent	 of	 the	French	Foundation	 for	 the	Study	of	Human	Problems	 (FFEPH)	by	
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Paris	1999;	M.	Huteau,	Psychologie, psychiatrie et 
société sous la troisième république. La biocratie 
d’Édouard Toulouse (1865–1947),	 Paris	 2002;	 A.	
Drouard,	«Biocratie,	eugénisme	et	sexologie	dans	
l’œuvre	 d’Édouard	 Toulouse»,	 in:	 Sexologies	 16	
(2007)	 3,	 203–211;	 S.	 Chaperon,	 «La	 sexologie	
française	 contemporaine:	 un	 premier	 bilan	
historiographique»,	in:	Revue d’Histoire des Scien-
ces Humaines	17	(2007)	2,	7–22;	M.	Kaluszynski,	
La République à l’épreuve du crime,	 Paris	 2002;	
J.-J.	Yvorel,	«L’Université	et	l’enfance	délinquante:	

























medical	 circles	 via	 a	 succession	of	 obstetricians,	 childcare	workers	 and	paediatri-
cians,	 from	Adolphe	Pinard	 (1844–1934)	 to	Robert	Debré	 (1882–1978)	 as	well	 as	
Charles	 Richet	 (1850–1935)	 and	 Édouard	 Toulouse	 (1865–1947),	 with	 significant	
extensions	 to	 such	 fields	 as	 psychiatry,	 sexology	 and	 criminology.14	 A	 «medical»	
approach	was	also	adopted	by	the	few	authors	who	took	French	eugenics	after	1945	
seriously,	an	approach	marked	by	categories	taken	from	British	eugenics.15
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fascisme	et	eugénisme	‹latin›	dans	l’Argentine	des	
années	1930»,	in:	Le Mouvement social	230	(2010)	
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1930s	 as	 a	 special	 case,	 or	 even	 as	 an	 alternative	 to	 «Anglo-Saxon	 eugenics»,	 it	
spanned	continents;	in	Europe	it	reached	from	Catholic	Italy	to	Orthodox	Romania,	
and	it	remained	strong	after	the	war	in	Latin	America	in	countries	such	as	Argentina	
and	Brazil.	These	 two	branches	 formed	 trans-Atlantic	 links	 and	were	firmly	 sup-
ported	by	the	Mussolini	regime.16
The	first	typical	feature	of	this	model	was	to	establish	the	apparently	unholy	alli-
ance	between	«quantity	 theories»	and	«quality	 theories».	Although	 it	had	already	
occurred	in	France,17	this	particular	country	should	be	seen	in	a	wider	framework.
Looking	at	«Latin	eugenics»	is	also	a	way	of	identifying	the	circles,	practices	and	
models	 that	 were	 less	 conspicuous	 but	 just	 as	 formative	 as	 the	 largely	 medical	
framework	on	which	French	historians	have	focused.	Going	beyond	paediatricians	
and	 geneticists	 to	 demographers	 and	 psychologists,	 beyond	 eugenics	 societies	 to	
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ris	 dangereux	 de	 Louis	 Chevalier:	 un	 projet	
d’histoire	utile»,	in:	B.	Lepetit	/	C.	Topalov (eds.),	
La ville des sciences sociales,	 Paris	 2001,	 191–226	
and	 373–386	 present	 Louis	 Chevalier’s	 classic	
work,	Classes laborieuses et classes dangereuses,	(Pa-
ris 1958)	 as	 a	 «reprocessing»	 of	 the	 ethnoracial	
models	of	the	1930s.
	 20 This	point	of	view	is	not	dissimilar	to	that	presen-
ted	 by	 B.	 Russell	 in	Marriage and Morals,	 New	
York	1929.
	 21 The	 word	 eugenic	 is	 less	 frequent	 than	 eugenics	
and	follows	a	similar	pattern.	I	have	chosen	there-
fore	to	omit	it	from	the	graph.
	 22 J.	 Sutter,	 L’Eugénique: problèmes, méthodes, résul-
tats,	Paris	1950.












































Graph 2: Relative use of the terms natalité, assurances sociales, classes sociales, eugénique and 
démographie in French from 1900 to 1960
Source of graphs: Corpus of publications digitised by Google Books (Ngram application)
Graph 1: Relative use of the terms eugenics, birth control, social insurance, social classes and 
demography in British English from 1900 to 1960
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closely	associated	with	 the	Pétain	 regime	 that	 it	 could	not	survive	 the	Liberation.	







In	 this	way	 Jean	Sutter,	 in	 charge	 of	nutrition	questions	within	 the	FFEPH,	was	
given	 the	 INED	research	department	of	Hereditary	and	Environmental	Factors,	a	
definition	 that	 included	 population	 biology	 but	 stopped	 short	 of	 genetics.	On	22	




ments	and	major	 representatives	of	 civil	 society,	 such	as	 family	associations,	and	
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dation. Ce qu’elle fait. Cahiers de la Fondation Fran-
çaise pour l’Etude des Problèmes Humains,	 Paris	
1943,	20–27.
	 30 R.	Gessain	/	P.	Vincent,	«Quelques	aspects	quan-
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in:	Cahiers de la Fondation Française pour l’Etude 
des Problèmes Humains 3	(1945),	19–32.
	 31 FFEPH,	Ce qu’est la Fondation,	42.
	 32 A.	Sauvy,	Richesse et population,	Paris	1943,	78.
	 33 Speech	in	the	French	Lower	House	in	1924	by	the	
influential	 paediatrician	 and	 parliamentarian	
Adolphe	Pinard	(1844–1934),	quoted	in	P.-A.	Ro-
sental,	 «Familles	 ‹nombreuses›	 et	 familles	 ‹nor-




























ity»	gave	population	policy	 the	objective	of	a	high	 fertility	 rate	with	 low	variance,	
discouraging	 both	 small	 and	 prolific	 families,	whose	 «crude	 brains,	 incapable	 of	
generalising	thought,	remain	closest	to	those	of	primitive	beasts».33	Robert	Debré,	
one	of	the	leading	medical	dignitaries	of	the	post-war	period	and	the	real	father	of	
INED,	 argued	 in	 1950	 against	 families	 of	 more	 than	 six	 children	 on	 economic	
grounds	and	in	order	to	combat	alcoholism.34	From	his	experience	as	a	paediatrician	
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Paul-André	Rosental,	2011.
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strates	 is	 the	 strong	psychosocial	dimension	of	French	eugenicist	 concerns.	This	
observation	may	seem	surprising	in	relation	to	a	current	of	thought	originally	con-
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	 40 See	 L.	 Ladd-Taylor,	 «Eugenics,	 Sterilisation	 and	
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(2001)	2,	298–327;	N.	Leys	Stepan,	«The Hour of 
Eugenics»: Race, Gender, and Nation in Latin Ame-
rica,	 Ithaca/NY	 1991;	 E.	 R.	Dickinson,	 «Biopoli-
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Our	Discourse	about	‹Modernity›»,	in:	Central Eu-
ropean History	37	(2004)	1,	1–48,	14.
	 41 J.-C.	 Marcel,	 «Jean	 Stoetzel	 élève	 de	 Maurice	
Halbwachs:	 les	 origines	 françaises	 de	 la	 théorie	
des	opinions»,	in:	L’Année Sociologique	48	(1998)	
2,	319–351;	P.-A.	Rosental,	«Jean	Stoetzel,	Demo-





	 43 P.	 Vincent,	Recherches sur la fécondité biologique. 
Étude d’un groupe de familles nombreuses,	 Paris	
1961.	























complicity	with	 the	Vichy	 regime,	echoed	 this	purpose	 in	 the	 introduction	 to	his	




to	 implement	 a	 vast	 research	plan	 that	went	well	 beyond	 strict	 «demography»	 to	
connected	and	less	connected	disciplines	such	as	genetics,	physiology,	dietetics	and	
sociology».
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	 44 See	A.	Sauvy,	Théorie générale de la population,	vol.	
2: Biologie sociale,	Paris	1954,	334.
	 45 For	a	medical	approach	 to	«qualitative	demogra-
phy»,	 see	 J.-J.	Gillon,	 «Importance	de	 la	natalité	
différentielle	 dans	 une	 politique	 de	 la	 popula-
tion»,	in:	Connaître. Cahiers de l’humanisme médi-
cal	2	(1945),	25–30.
	 46 Rapport du Haut Comité consultatif de la Population 
et de la Famille sur la situation et les perspectives dé-
mographiques de tous les territoires de la République,	




idem,	 L’Institut national d’études démographiques. 
Organisation, travaux et résultats,	Paris	1955,	6.
Alfred	Sauvy	used	this	structure	in	the	many	papers	and	«theoretical»	treatises	
that	he	devoted	to	the	topic	of	«population»	after	the	war,	repeating	ad nauseam	that	










Number of articles in the journal Population using the terms eugénique, eugénisme or 
démographie qualitative at least once in the body of the text.
 1945–1950 1951–1955 1956–1960 1961–1970
eugénique 9 9 6 7
eugénisme 4  1 1
démographie qualitative 5 3 6 2
biologie sociale 4 1  4
Source: JSTOR.
4. Social Biology and Utilitarianism
Another	 expression	 used	 to	 qualify	 the	 new	 framework	 for	 eugenicist	 thinking	
was	«social	biology».	It	was	used	in	1952	in	the	title	of	Volume	2	of	Sauvy’s	Théorie 
générale de la population,	but	its	roots	go	back	even	further.	The	secretary-general	of	
the	Institute,	Roger	Peltier,	designated	social	biology	as	the	«ultimate	goal	of	demog-
raphy»	in	the	presentation	of	INED	he	wrote	in	1949	and	confirmed	this	point	six	
years	 later.47	Given	his	background	 (a	 career	 in	 the	oil	 industry	before	becoming	
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	 48 Sauvy,	Richesse et population,	77	(taken	from	chap-
ter	6	«Le	point	de	vue	de	la	qualité.	Eugénisme	et	
sélection»).
	 49 FFEPH,	Ce qu’est la Fondation,	42.
	 50 A.	 Rabinbach,	 The Human Motor: Energy, 
Fatigue, and the Origins of Modernity,	 New	 York	
1990.
	 51 S.	Buzzi	/	J.-C.	Devinck	/	P.-A.	Rosental,	La Santé 
au Travail, 1880–2006,	Paris	2006.
secretary-general	of	the	FFEPH)	and	his	function,	it	is	hardly	likely	that	he	would	
have	worded	 the	 expression	 in	 this	way	without	 referring	 to	Alfred	 Sauvy:	more	
probably	 he	 simply	 wrote	 down	 what	 his	 director	 said.	 The	 expression	 usefully	
reveals	 the	 construct	 that	 French	 eugenics	 belonged	 to:	 a	 «qualitative»	 approach	
that	was	not	only	rife	within	the	medical	community	in	the	broad	sense	but	also	in	
the	field	of	public	action	on	demography,	the	family,	public	health,	housing,	labour	
and	 school	 career	 counselling.	 The	 issue	 at	 hand	 was	 the	 rationalisation	 of	 the	












ing	 on	 the	 effect	 of	 interior	 amenities	 on	 the	 «wear	 and	 tear»	 of	 residents.	 Not	
least,	compared	with	 the	Carrel	Foundation,	INED	was	short	of	 teams	devoted	 to	
what	might	be	called	 the	biological	approach	 to	work.	Within	 the	FFEPH’s	Work	
Department,	the	Biology	of	Trades	team	led	by	Jean-Jacques	Gillon	was	one	of	the	









under	 the	 name	 «biological	 counselling	 for	 labour»	 (orientation biologique de la 
main-d’œuvre),	a	term	used	until	the	1960s.
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	 52 F.	Muel-Dreyfus,	«La	rééducation	de	la	sociologie	




C.	Morelle	/	P.	Jakob,	Henri Laugier. Un esprit sans 
frontières,	Brussels-Paris	1997.
The	Vichy	regime	also	hoped	to	replace	school	examinations,	which	it	saw	as	too	
closely	 related	 to	 a	 cerebral,	 cosmopolitan	 culture,	with	 tests	 to	 assess	 «natural»	










This	 is	where	 the	comparison	between	 the	FFEPH	and	INED	 is	most	useful.	
Rather	than	being	the	ultimate	incarnation	of	the	Carrel	Foundation,	INED	and	de-




















within	 a	 scientific	 framework	 that	 included	«bio-typology,	 eugenics,	 genetics	 and	
psychiatry».	Its	director,	Jean	Sutter,	was	in	regular	contact	with	prominent	scientific	
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	 54 See	 the	 monthly	 activity	 reports	 of	 the	 Section 
d’étude des relations entre le nombre et la qualité de la 
population, archives	cited.
	 55 See	Carol,	Histoire de l’eugénisme,	196.
	 56 Rosental,	L’intelligence démographique,	84.
	 57 J.	Doublet,	«Population	et	eugénisme»,	in:	Pour la 




tions:	 to	be	of	 influence	as	a	 tool	of	economic	regulation	 through	its	productivist	
methods	 (rationalisation	 of	 the	 environment	 and	 techniques	 for	 educational	 and	
vocational	 selection)	 and	political	 aspects	 (using	 scientific	 judgment	 to	overcome	
class	conflict).	In	Alfred	Sauvy’s	Théorie générale de la population,	the	volume	devoted	
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	 58 Santé et société. Les découvertes biologiques et la mé-
decine au service de l’homme,	Actes	des	Semaines	
sociales	 de	 France,	Montpellier,	 17–23	 July	 1951,	
Librairie	Gabalda.
	 59 J.-D.	Durand	(ed.),	Les semaines sociales de France. 
Cent ans d’engagement social des Catholiques fran-
çais 1904–2004,	Paris,	2006.
July	1951	to	the	Semaines sociales de France	conference58,	an	annual	forum	that	for	
nearly	 fifty	 years	 was	 a	major	 occasion	 for	 discussion	 among	 Catholics	 involved	
in	the	social	sector.59	It	is	much	less	well	known	now	than	Jean	Sutter’s	book	pub-
lished	two	years	earlier,	but	its	political	significance	was	much	greater.	It	proposes	
a	way	 of	 interpreting	 post-war	 policy	 in	 demographics,	 public	 health	 and	 labour	
issues	 that	draws	 its	 value	 from	 the	 job	occupied	by	 its	 author	when	 it	was	pub-
lished.	In	October	1951,	between	the	conference	and	the	publication	of	the	article,	
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	 60 The	quotations	in	this	paragraph	are	from	Doub-
let,	«Population	et	eugénisme»,	4.	My	emphasis.
	 61 P.-A.	 Rosental,	 «Wissenschaftlicher	 Internatio-
nalismus	 und	 Verbreitung	 der	 Demographie	
zwischen	 den	 Weltkriegen»,	 in:	 P.	 Overath	 / 
P.	Krassnitzer	 (eds.), Bevölkerungsfragen. Prozesse 
des Wissenstransfers in Deutschland und Frankreich 
(1870–1939),	Cologne	2007,	255–291.	See	also	the	
success	in	1930s	France	of	Henri	Decugis’s	essay,	





elites,	 it	 condemns	 them	 to	 gradual	 dilution	 by	 the	many	 offspring	 of	 the	 lower	
classes,	who	are	more	fertile	but	of	lower	«quality».
The	 message	 contained	 in	 the	 article	 is	 clear.	 Since	 «social	 legislation	 [and]	
health	measures	[have]	obstructed	the	effects	of	natural	action»,	it	is	important	that	
central	 government’s	 «biopolitical»	 intervention	 should	 be	 guided	 by	 eugenicist	
principles	in	the	name	of	both	holistic	and	utilitarian	considerations:	the	«existence	
[of	 ‹human	waste›]	 lays	a	heavy	burden	on	society	…;	 could	not	 the	 resources	de-	
voted	to	maintaining	this	category	of	person	be	used	for	more	useful	social	ends?»	
In	addition	to	this	maximising	goal,	«in	order	to	be	effective»,	eugenics	needs	«to	
comprise	 well-being	 and	 health»,	 hence	 the	 article’s	 central	 assertion:	 «eugenics 
merges with effective social policy», as	seen	in	the	example	of	the	Great	Britain’s	family	
allowance	system.60
Doublet	does,	however,	 temper	his	 argument	 to	 the	 scientific	 criticism	of	 the	
hereditary	determinism	that	underlay	Galton’s	theories,	while	stressing	the	impor-
tance	of	what	one	might	call	the	initial	biological	endowment	of	human	beings.	His	
other	 nuance	 is	 to	make	 his	 eugenics	 «more	 French»	 by	 combining	 rather	 than	
contrasting	quantity	 and	quality	 in	 the	name	of	 the	psycho-sociological	 consider-
ations	 traditionally	 invoked	by	French	experts	 concerning	 the	optimal	number	of	
siblings.





order	who	began	his	 career	 as	 a	writer	 for	 the	aliens	department	of	 the	Ministry	
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Economique, 1924–1940,	Paris	2002,	163	and	219;	
and	for	the	contemporary	period,	B.	Latour,	La fa-
brique du droit: une ethnographie du Conseil d’État,	
Paris	2004.
6. Proactive Policy and Consent
Doublet’s	 article	objectivises	 the	nexus	of	demographic,	public	health,	 economic	
and	geopolitical	considerations	that	call	for	a	eugenicist	policy.	But	do	the	instru-
ments	he	recommends	correspond	to	the	scientific	construct	I	have	cited	above?	








rity	 envisaged	 the	 implementation	 of	 his	 explicitly	 eugenic	 considerations.	 The	
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	 64 Quoted	 in	M.	Connelly,	Fatal Misconception: The 
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Mass.	2008,	165.
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the	 First	 World	War	 (C.	 Prochasson,	 1914–1918. 
Retours d’expériences,	Paris	2008)	that	is	now	com-
mon	 in	 the	 history	 of	 public	 policy	 (see	 also	N.	
Delalande,	Les Batailles de l’impôt. Consentement et 






	 69 J.	 A.	Hobson,	 quoted	 in	M.	 Freeden,	 «Eugenics	
and	Progressive	Thought:	 a	Study	 in	 Ideological	
Affinity»,	 in:	The Historical Journal	 22	 (1979)	 3,	
645–671	(citation	657).















Social	Democratic	Party,	 then	at	 its	height,	 considered	 it	 so	 central	 to	 the	proper	
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	 71 See	the	Faire Face	programme	of	13	October	1960	
on	 birth	 control,	 http://www.ina.fr/economie-et-
societe/vie-sociale/video/CPF86614334/le-cont-
role-des-naissances.fr.html
	 72 J.	Mossuz,	«La	régulation	des	naissances:	 les	as-
pects	politiques	du	débat»,	 in:	Revue française de 
science politique	16	(1996)	5,	913–939.
	 73 P.	Laroque,	«Famille	et	sécurité	sociale»,	in:	Revue 
française du travail	19	(1947)	10,	829–845.
While	 psychologisation	 became	 a	 pre-condition	 for	 eugenics,	 reproductive	 is-
sues	 in	 the	 1950s	 helped	 spread	 the	 culture	 of	 psychoanalysis	 in	 television	 pro-
grammes	 presenting	 its	 exponents	 alongside	 demographers,	 gynaecologists	 and	














benefits	were	 the	 largest	 item	in	 the	social	security	budget,	gives	an	 idea	of	what	
eugenics	meant	for	French	socio-demographic	and	health	policy:	a	rationale	taken	
for	 granted	 and	 based	 on	 normative	 principles	 shared	 by	 a	 proactive	 and	 varied	
«epistemic	 community»	 that	 comprised	 not	 only,	 on	 the	medical	 side,	 paediatri-
cians,	gynaecologists,	psychiatrists	and	occupational	health	officers	but	also	demog-
raphers	and	psychologists,	administrators	and	politicians,	school	and	vocational	ca-
reer	 counsellors	 and	 birth	 control	 activists.	 For	 some	 twenty	 years,	 this	 alliance,	
embodied	 in	 the	 coupling	 of	 «quantitative/qualitative	 demography»,	 provided	 a	
framework	 taken	 straight	 from	 the	 1930s	 for	 public	 policies	 that	 extended	 their	
reach	but	began	to	fragment.
Although	in	the	latter	half	of	the	1960s,	in	France	and	elsewhere,	new	models	of	




biological	 constraints	on	 individuals	 and	groups.	This	historical	 review	 is	not	 in-
tended	to	invalidate	these	practices,	which	are	the	subject	of	a	vigorous	and	wide-
560 Paul-André Rosental 
Eugenics and Social Security in France before and after 
the Vichy Regime
Historiography of French eugenics has long been hindered by a mechanistic con-
ception derived from history of ideas, which postulated that it was incompatible 
with pronatalism and catholicism, with republicanism and Lamarckism; and that it 
simply collapsed after World War II. The reference to the transnational model of 
«Latin eugenics» redirects the thinking around a more plastic definition of eugen-
ics that stresses its connections with social hygiene, in order to better understand 
the conversions it has undergone after 1945 in connection with the circulation of 
scientific and administrative models. Beyond medicine and psychiatry, genetics 
and occupational medicine, are particularly concerned demography, biotypology, 
educational and occupational choice, the fight against alcoholism, and of course 
family planning. Eugenics has also paradoxically contributed to the psychologiza-
tion of human relationships. Taking it seriously allows historians to return to the 
issue of norms underlying population, social and health policies over the past 
century.
Französische Eugenik und Sozialversicherung vor und nach 
dem Vichy-Regime
Lange litt die Geschichtsschreibung der französischen Eugenik unter einer der Ide-
engeschichte entlehnten mechanistischen Sichtweise, die postulierte, dass sie mit 
(Pro)Natalismus, Katholizismus, Republikanismus und Lamarckismus unvereinbar 
und nach dem Zweiten Weltkrieg schlicht in sich zusammengebrochen sei. Bezieht 
man sich aber auf das transnationale Modell «romanischer Eugenik», reflektiert 
man einen viel plastischeren Eugenik-Begriff, der die Verbindungslinien zur Sozial-
hygiene freilegt und die Wandlungsprozesse ausleuchtet, die er nach 1945 im Kon-
text von zirkulierenden Bürokratie- und Wissenschaftsmodellen durchgemacht hat. 
Neben Medizin, Psychiatrie, Genetik und Arbeitsmedizin sind vor allem Demogra-
phie, Biotypologie, Bildungs- und Berufswahl, sowie der Kampf gegen Alkoholis-
mus und natürlich auch die Familienplanungs-Bewegung davon betroffen. Ferner 
trug die Eugenik paradoxerweise auch zur Psychologisierung der menschlichen 
Beziehungen bei. Reflektiert der Historiker sie gewissenhaft, kann er das Problem 
der Normen neu beleuchten, die bevölkerungs-, sozial- und gesundheitspolitischen 






L’eugénisme et la sécurité sociale en France 
avant et après le régime de Vichy
L’historiographie de l’eugénisme français s’est affranchie d’une histoire idéaliste 
des idées qui tendait à limiter son aire d’investigation en présupposant son incom-
patibilité avec le catholicisme ou le natalisme, le républicanisme ou le lamarckisme 
ainsi que son effondrement après la Deuxième Guerre mondiale. La référence au 
modèle transnational d’«eugénisme latin» réoriente la réflexion autour d’une défi-
nition plus plastique de l’eugénisme qui, en insistant sur ses connexions avec 
l’hygiène sociale, permet de mieux comprendre les reconversions qu’il a connues 
après 1945 en liaison avec la circulation des modèles administratifs et savants. 
Au-delà de la médecine et de la psychiatrie, de la génétique et de la médecine du 
travail, sont notamment concernés la démographie, la biotypologie, l’orientation 
scolaire et professionnelle, la lutte contre l’alcoolisme, et bien sûr le mouvement 
pour le planning familial. L’eugénisme apporte également une contribution parado-
xale à la psychologisation des rapports humains. Sa prise en considération permet 
de revenir sur la question des normes sous-jacentes aux politiques démogra-
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